
From the CNicago Tim*, Nov. 19
THE DOroT.AP BAVyrEf Iff THE CITY OF CHI

CAOO.
I'ursiutDt to previous at rungeiurnts, heretofore published

in lliia pu|*-r, some too hundred or more grullemeii aiiaembledin the purloin of the Treiuoiit House in Chicago or

the evening of the 9th mat.the occasiou being to attend
the putilic dinner tendered by bin personal and |K>litical
friends to the Hon. Stephen A. Douglas.

At seven o'clock the company preaant, preceded by tin

Light Outtrd Band and the officers of the day, proceeded t«

the spacious dining hall of the Tremont House.
The follow ing gentlemen were the officers of the duy
Commillff "J ncrjitHM..Thomas Hoy lie, A. Harvia, Isaai

Cook. J. H. 1 Kiissell, Dr. B. McVicker, II. A.Clark, Arm
Vnsr Solomon L. Hharp.

C'ommitle, tu rtctivt tubteriptwiu..E. II. Williams. B. H
Skinner, M (.ileuson, Philip ('only, Dr. Smith, Patrick Ballingall,H. ,Y Monroe, li. (J. Cautieid, Samuel A ah ton
Offum of l/ie il.iy.Col. K.J.Hamilton, president. Dr

Duniel Hminurd, Major John L. Peyton, Dr. William 11
Kuan, John I). Turner, Charles O Conner, and Morgan L
Keith, vice presidents.Alithese gentlemen were present. The company having
taken their positions at the table, the Rev. Dr. Suiallwoml
invoked the blessings of Heaven in an appropriate prayer.

Tin company then proceeded to discuss the good things
.Hid substantial* so bountifully una nwntuur presented
thi in t.y Mes.-rs. (Inge; anJ, having done full justice to

themselves and the taste <>!' Messrs. tlage, the cloth was removed.
Cel. It. J. llaiuilton then called the company to order,

and read the following toasts:

I. The Constitution of the United States: The only
American boundary which ought not to be expanded.

[Air.Washington's March.
ii. I'ranfilin fierce, I'resideut of the United States: Oui

prvscut uicikii relations attest the wisdom of his administrationltcsjK led abroad and pros[>erous at home, undei
I the guidance of demoeratle principles the republic is trlQtnplianllyprogressing in the pathway marked out by tin

fianieis of the constitution,
i [Air.Hail to the Chief.

:i. The memories of Washington, Madison, and JetTerson
May the wisdom of their teachings never be disregarded.

[Dirge.
t. Our distinguished guest, Stephen A. Douglas: Massachusettsgave the Union her Webster, Kentucky her Clay

South Citroliua her Calhoun, Michigan her Cass. Eack
State is proud of her illustrious son, hut can cherish will
no warmer affection their great renown than Illinois wean
on Iter heart the name of Douglas. The originator am

successful advocate of liiv Illinois Central railroad, thi
champion of Slate rights and constitutional liberty, llliiioi
has no nobler son.the great West no truer friend.

[Air.See the conquering hero comes.

After the cheering with which this sentiment was re

reived had somewhat sulwidrd, the Hon. S. A. Douglat
rose, and was greeted with great applause. He said :

(iknti.kvkn To say that I am profoundly impressed wilt
the honor you have done roe hy this demonstration o

your confidence and regard, is but feebly to express tilt
deep em nous of my heart. Arnoug the many and ofWe
imated acts of kindness which 1 have received at youj
hands, through tuauy years of public service, none bat
been so grateful to my feelings or will leave a more lasting
impression upon nty mind and heart. It will be treasurer
among the uiust sacred memories of my life, and. while
never hope to realize the battering and too sanguine anticipationsthe sentiment which has just been received sc

enthusiastically implies, I can give you the assurance ol
an uuutiated zeal, and an unceasing effort and unyieldingfidelity to those great principles which have commandedyour admiration, and which hare caused you
to make this demonstration, more than from any personalregard for myself, iiecause your partiality has
identified me with its success. Regarding this demonstration,then, us an evidence of your loyalty to the
principles of the constitution and the Union, and to the
several acts of Congress tor the organization of the Territoriesof Kansas iuu| Nebraska, it is far more gratifying to
me than any personal ovation whatsoever. In deference to
the motive which has induced you to assemble around this
festive hounl, and in obedience to what J understand
to be your general desire, I will proceed at ouat, at the

(
hazard of beiug somewhat tedious, to give an outline of
the argument 1 have presented everywhere in this State in
vindication of the provisions and principles of that measure,and the reasons which rendered it my imperative duty
to urge its passage through Congress. I find very few

u who are bold enough to meet the issue directly, and
iv deny the correctness of tiie principle upon which the
measure is founded, to wit That the people of taeh Stale
oj this Union ami each Territory, with a view to it* admissioninto the Union, har, th< riyHt, and ouyht to be permitted
to enjoy U* sjrtrrt'f. toJorm and reyulate their domestic tnsti.
tu/inns and internal ontiters in their own way, subject oniy to
the constitution y/ the Culled States. While very few are

prepared to deny the correctness of this principle and the
propriety of its application, when the necessity is acknowledgedto exist, for the organization of new Territories and
tiie admission of new States, I find many who express seriousdoubt* us to the necessity and propriety of the organizationof Kansas and Nebraska at this time. Then, let us

inquire did such necessity exist?
1 ou all know the location of these Territories.situated

upon the immediate frontier of Missouri, Iowa, and Minnesota,and stretching westward to the summits of the
Rocky mountains, and embracing within their limits all
the emigrant routes leading from the Mississippi valley to
California, and to the Territories of Oregon and Washington.All of this country was by treaty and by law dedicatedforever to barbarism, and secured to the possession
ol s.iv.ige tribes. Hy the Indian intercourse laws no white
jui.ui could enter the Territories for settlement, trade, or

transit, witiuiut incurring a penalty of Sl.OoO fine and six
mouths' imprisonment; yet, in defiance of these pajns and
penalties, for the last few years from 50 to 100,000 of our
citizens have been under live necessity of travelling these
,-outes, on their way to their new homes in our Pacific
jai-s 'ssions. exposed to all the tender mercies of the tomahawkand the scalpiug-knife. without the protection of
law, or courts, or governmental authority, for the want of
any oilier route within tiie limits of our jurisdiction.
Was ii the wish or the interest of Illinois, or of the
Mississippi valley, or of any other portion of our

wide-spread republic, that ihis Indian harrier should
have remained forever prescribing limits to our growth
and extension in that direction ? Was it your wish
or interest- that the tide of emigration, of civilization.and i>f Christianity, which has t>een so long and

steadily rolling from the East to the West, should be stopj>e<tand dammed up, and turned back by this barbarian
wall? Was it your wish or interest that our magnificent

-» system of railroads.which, commencing at various points
ou the Atlantic, and follow ing different lines, has already
readied the lakes and llio Mississippi, and is rapidly progc-sing to the Missouri.should !>c stopped there by an

eternal barrier, without ever crossing the Rocky mountainsor eonuectiug with the Pacific I had supposed that
our interest aud ho|>ee and destiny all required that we

snout.t cxtcUU our settlements continuously and steadily in
that u.iwtiou, until the Mississippi valley and the Pacific
on- nc list ny Stales and lerriiorics, filled with intelligeiI civilized people, building up tuuns and cities,
hi m,. nto existence school systems and churches, aud all
the ..in ie« and dement* of civilization, of Christianity,
ml foe institutions. [Applause.] Acting on this supp.-ilum, ! first brought lorwaid ine bill to organize the
Ni i-r.i Territory ten years ayo. I hare renewed it each
Con s.nce. In the mean time 1 have la-en twice re-|
elected ii. House of RcpresMtitntivrs by the people of
tlm tilth ongresMomil district, twite elected to the Senate

t the t .-in I Stales by ilie action of the whole State, with-
ui h<" in>il( oiio word of* nun piHint or murmur that \t

wk- attempting to organize the Nebraska Territory onivn -urily and iiupro|«crly. [Cheers.] liow diies ill
happen that during that period. and when the!
Ix iij lc of ibe whole Stale and the whole country
wen witnessing my effort*, no man who now denies
the invessiij tor the organization of the Territories was

heard to raise his voice against it ? I am forced to the
conclusion thai il never occurred to thera then that the
uvnsure whs unnecessary or improper, ami surely, Ibe
(ii au nl each day have in their tendeucy rendered the;
op« aiug ot thou- emigrant routes of trarei more indispensableto the lull development of our Pacific possessions and to
our vital iulercst as connected with those possession*. 1
must therefore be permitted to express the opinion that
ujaiit a full examination of the fhcts, and upon mature re-
flection. eeerv man. including alt the enemies of theNebrar-
ka Pill, will be forced to the admission that the measure,
ujhin ihc most obvious national considerations, was not
only tie<cisary but indispeoaable. [Applause ] Yet, while
tnv enemies will be driven to admit the necessity of thei
measure. they may still maintain their op|msition upon the
groun I ihat the hill for the organisation of the Territories
should have been brought forward in a different form aad
with different provisions. Then, let us direct our attention
to the iiirm mid provisions of the bill and this brings us
back to the original proposition, is the principle upon
which it is (bunded correct or not? Should the people
of eai h State and Territory be allowed to form and regulatetheir ow ii domestic i-oiiivrns in their own way ? If
the principle oe right, it will hardly lie contended that it
wo* wrong to carry it out when the acknowledged time
for hi nun h id arrived I adopted this principle, not only
because I belie ed il to l>e constitutinnai ami just, but for
tlv- fun her it' koii that tt was recognised as the basis ofthe
ooproiniso meu*urv> of 1^'al. and had been declared with

almost eniire unanimity to lie a fundamental article in the
rood ofthe two great political parties of the country (the
w hig and the drmo< ixtie) assembled in National Onveniiouai IU Itimore in I rtoj tor the nomination of their re'slive candidate* for the presidency,

rhat thi« principle was intended to l»e a ps'rmanent rule
of action in all fbture i.ni? for the organization of all netv

Territories, soil the admMon of new Stats*. is obvious to

every one who is familiar with tbe causes that led to the
adoption of the Compromise of 1850. From 1820 to 1848
it had been the policy of the government to avoid sectional
ontiicta upon the slavery question by a geographical line
across tbe coutiueut, so far as our territory might extend.
upou the parallel of 38 30 north latitude, tolerating slavery
on the one side and forever prohibiting it on the other.
This line is known as the Missouri-Compromise tine. When
1 entered Congress for the first tiuie in 1843 I found this
line u|kiu the statute-book and although 1 did not then

approve any more than now of the principles involved iu

it, yet 1 was willing to abide by it aud carry it out iu the
same seuse in which it was originally udupled, rather than
to ex|Hise the country to the perils and convulsions of a

slavery agitation. Accordingly, when iu 1845 Texas was

annexed to the Uuited States, and there were all the elementsof a slavery agitation ready to burst forth in their

fury, I was of the opiuion that all of the reasons arid considerationswhich induced the adoption of that liuu in 1820
called for its extension indefinitely westward through
the new acquisitions so far as we might acquire the country.That proposition was inserted in the joint resolutions
fur the unnexatiou of Texas at my suggestion, and, by receivingtbe acquiescence if not the approbation of tbe
whole country, proved successful in avoiding the calamitieswhich were intended to be averted by it. Again, in
1848, when Ivy the treaty with Mexico we acquired Cali'fornia, I'tah, aud New Mexico, und by that act incurred the
responsibility of providing governments for the Territories
inns itHieu, mo inquiry arose uun uiv slavery
to l>e adjusted, und u sectional conflict avoided. To my
mind all the reasons and consideraliaus which induced the
original adoption of the line of 36 30 in 1010, and its extensionin 1845 as the dividing line between freedom and
slavery, between free territory and slave territory, between
free States and slave States, demanded the extension ol
that line to the l'acitic ocean in the same sense uud with
the same understanding with which it was originally
adopted, in order to preserve pcaec and frieudh relations
between the different Slates und sections of the Union.
Deeply impressed with this conviction, 1 proposed, and the
Senate adopted, a provision in u territorial bill in August,

r 1848, for the extension of the Missouri Compromise to the
l'acitic ocean. [Applause.]
When the measure was seut to the House of Representatives,it was promptly, und perhaps 1 may suy with truth,

indignantly, rejected in ihut body by northern men with
free-soil proclivities. It is not my purpose on the present
occasion to question the propriety of that vote or the patriotismof those who gare it, but to call attention to the
fact that if that line had been extended to the Pacific, us

proposed by myself and sanctioned by n vote of the Seniate, there would have been at onceand forever an end of the
slavery agitation concerning the Territories.[loud aj>iplause].for if the line had been thus extended to tin

1 Pacific, uud had been adhered to in good faith, it would
s not only have settled the question forever as to all terri9tory then owned, but would have prevented the renewalof the controversy in regard to any territory that

might hereafter be acquired either upon the north or south
of it. jlei/ce it will he perceived that those who defeated
the exteusiou uud observance of the Missouri line arc re3sponsible fur all the agitations ami consequences which followedthe defeat of the ivetialc's proposition. It was not

, only rejected in the House of Representatives, as 1 have
f stated, by northern votes, in August, 1848, but un ap5peal was immediately taken to the country in the

presidential election which was then pending. There were

three candidates in the field with warm and enthusiastic
supporters in all the free States. Martin Van Huren wus

the candidate of the abolitionists and free-soilers, sum[
united at tiulfulo and standing on the Buffalo plat[form. That platform declared, if my memory serves me

right, first, that Congress possessed the constitutional
, power to abolish and prohibit slavery everywhere in the

Territories of the United States; and, second, that they,
the free-soilers and abolitionists, would abolish and ph>.hibit slavery wherever they had the constitutional power,
not only iu all the Territories of the United States, hut in the
District of Columbia, and I:: the dock-yards, forts, and
arsenals, and all other places in the Sta!?« the jurisdiction
over which had been ceded to the United State?. Tllu<! >'

appears that every free-aoller and every abolitions! in
America, by bis vote for Mr. Van Buren, stood pledged to
abolish and prohibit slavery everywhere in the Territo'ries of the United States, i suppose that " everywhere"
mean t south as well as north of 36 deg. 30 tnin.; aud if so,
1 desire to inquire, as 1 have inquired in all my speeches
delivered in the presence of the abolitionists, whether they
were not pledged to blot out the line of 36 deg. 30 tnin., or
the Missouri-Compromise line, its it is now called, as the
dividing line between free territory and slave territory, or,
as tiie fashionable language of the day now is, the barrier
of freedom against slavery ? [Applause.]
And if they were thus pledged uuder their solemn obliIgations to their (Jod and their country, I desire now to inquirewhether the free-soilers and abolitionists did then

really consider the Missouri line to be a solemn and invio:lablc compact, binding in honor between all conscientious
men, the breach of which would involve national disgrace
and moral turpitude on the part of those who should proipose its violation ? If the repeal of the Missouri Conipro-
miso was an act of infamy and treachery, as is now pretended,what u;e wa to think of those who, six years ago,
originated the scheme, and compelled its consummation by
depriving those of us wfco desired to he faithful to it of the
power of carrying it out ? So far as 'he point of repeal is
concerned, the only difference between me and the abolitionistsaud free-soilers is, that they tried to do it in 1848
and failed, and I tried it in 1854 and succeeded. (.Great
laughter and applause.] They think that by their efforts
tljev were laboring in the cause of hutuunitv, their God,
and Uwir country while I, in doing tliut which they attemptedunsuccessfully, have performed an act of infamy
and treusoo. Jt is no answer to this view of the subject to
say that they proposed its repeal for the purpose of prohib;iting slavery on both sides for if it was a sacred compact,
binding iu honor aud conscience upon the h ocLb and Mouth
and upon the federal government, and upon all tie citizensof the respective States, they had no more right to
violate it or impair its obligations for one purpose than for
another. The motive of the re|ical, therefore, cannot justify
the turpitude of the transaction, provided it was a solemn
and inviolable compact. Will the abolitionists and freejsoitcrs, then, persist in the charge that to propose a repeal
or violation of the Missouri Compromise was an Hot of in!famy ?

I.est the abolitionists m*,- lake exception to this line of
argument, I pro[>ose to place them in company of whose
associations they arc not at liberty, under existing circumstances,to complain. I believe our whig friends in J 848
nominated General Taylor as their candidate for the presidency.When they held their conventions in each of the
tVee States of the I'niou to nominate candidates for the
presidential electors, and governors, and congressmen, and
other officers, they passed resolutions ia favor of the prohibitionof slavery throughout all the Territories of the
United Slates. I suppose that ail the Territories' moaat
those south as well as north of 36 dcg. 30 min. If so, they
were pledged, as well as the abolitionist* and free-toilers, to
blot out the line and prohibit slavery on the south side of
it. Did they consider that line as a sacred compact, the
abrogation of which involved dishonor and perfidy? If so,
it remains for them to explain how it is that they, for the
sake of electing their leader lo the presidency and posse=singthemselves of the patronage or the government aud the
emoluments of office, pledged themselves iu lite face of Govt
and man to do that which they pronounce to be an act of
infamy and treason. [Loud applause.]

This being tiw oosilion of the whig.". the free-soilers, and
the abolitionists, let u* sec how the democratic party stood
on that occasion. General Cass was our candidate in
1848. lie had just written a letter which is familiar to the
country as the 5iicholsuu letter, in it he liud declared that
Congress possessed no constitutional power to legislate uponthe subject of slavery in the Territories of the I'tiitcd States,
and hence that the Missouri Compromise was unconstitutionaland void, and iu lieu of ii, he proposed that the
people of the Territories ami of the new Mutes to l>e formedtherein should l>e left entirely free to form and regulate'
their domestic institutions in their own way, subject to no
other limitation than that imposed by the constitution of
Urn United States. Was not this the ]>osition occupied by
the democratic pariv in that contest? [Cheers.] We all
know that it wai. Yhus it appears, from this brief review.'
that in 1348 all parties and fragments and segments of partiesin the free States agreed upon this point.to wit, that:
the Missouri line, prohibiting slavery ou the one side and toleratingit on the other, was wrong and ought <o !v blotted
out, but differed as to what should be adopted in lieu of!
it Thfl AlvuRL^nt thon VTA« that ihrt imutttAn trag nntipfllv

untenable; that slavery was right and proper on one side
of A geographical line, and at the same time an atrocious
crime and a great moral evil on the oC.fr side of the same

line; that If it was ri^,.t to trust the people to d" as they
pleased, and make their own laws and estab'lsh their ojrp
institutions to suit themselves on the south side of the line.
it was difficult U> comprehend how it was morally wrong
to allow the people to do the same thing north of the line.
While, therefore, all parties in the North agreed that the
police of a geographical line as a barrier to slavery on the
one side and freedom on the other should Iw abandoned,
thejr differed radically iu regard to the measure which
should take its place.the one insisted that slavery should
be prohibited everywhere in the Territories, and tin* other
proposed that, in lieu of the Missouri Compromise, the
people of escli Territory and State should l>o allowed to
decide the question for theinset w everywhere, withoul
reference to degrees of latitude or tjngitude In the
course of the present canvass I hare often propounded the
qutvUou, whether there was any man of any party in t bir
in this btalo who was in favor of the extension and observancein good faith of the Missouri Compromise to the
Pacific in the sense of iv original adoption ? The universalanswer has been that I .> igj -he solitary exception

1 am not aertain that there was um some truth in this
answer, for when I proposed the extension of tl >< line to
the Pacific every abolition and free-soil paper in ih* country,so fiw as I ain advised, published my name in large
letters, and surrounded it with blank lines, with the inscription,"S. A. IV.ugjas. the solitary exception. meaning
thereby that t *«< supposed to he tne only man north of t

ibl Ohio liver who iu willing to stand by and carry oat! on tb'
the Missouri Compromise indefinitely westward through house
our entire possession* I was then as fiercely and hitler! I re
denounced for inv support of the Missouri Compromise as I this
mil now for my advocacy of self-gov eruiueut in lieu of it I m il
I am charged with the enormous crime of inconsistency in they
having supported tlml at one time which I have been in- ly ad<
struuieulal iu repeuling at another Well, it I have chunked for a

my action upon this point, I presume those who arraign ritori.
me for it have also changed theirs ; lor when 1 supported resolt
the Missouri Compromise, they opposed it, and never l>e dis'in
came reconciled to it until 1 proposed Us repeal, as they especi
had done si it y ears before. [Iaiughter.J It I have changer!, of the
hate they not also : And the only |Kiint to lie settled alluch
between us is simply this.which can give the hest reasons under
for their course. I changed my action because tbeii the pi
combined force deprived me of the power to inaiiitaiu and in tlit
carry out the Missouri Compromise.1st, by voting it princi
down in the House of Representatives; and, 'id, by tin were

union of all parties in the uorlheru Stales against it at the geogr
presidential election. These are illy reasons for abandon- [Ofvec
iug it I Now, what are their reasons lor supporting a In
measure which tliey once declared infamous and caused tu icsenl
he abandoned ? When iu 1849 their assaults rendered it the pi
necessary that I should s|ieak at the State capital iu vindi- discui
cation of#iy character, and the motives of uiy sup|Mirt ol uient

the Missouri Compromise, they denounced the Conipro- rinsol
tuise, thesjieeeh, and theseiiliincntsand principles it contain- protui
ed, as an aluindonaieut of the claims of Ireeiloiii and the the pi
rights of the North. These denunciations were kept up tion
to the very hour that 1 brought forward the Nebraska hill the siwhensuddenly, as if under the impulse of some powerful lo rot

conviction, they stopped short In their career of denuueiu- ,.y^
tiou, and taking up this very measure against w hich the. Up,,.
had exhausted all their powers of vituperation and abu.-< .mint

embraced it "as a tiling canonized in tlie hearts >(' tin the hi
American people," and my speech its ablest vindication by tin
and defence, umi coutainiug the only orthodox principle- guuen
in support of the sacred cause of freetioni, 2nd in opposttiouto the aggressions of the slave power.

"

I repeal that the abandonment of the |>o Icy of settling J"
the slavery question by a geographical line in the manor j$tati
I have stated produced all the excitement and ugilatioi
w hich ensued and created the necessity fur a new mode o Tlii
adjustment The country was suddenly plunged into i. us tint

terrible sectional struggle. The North and South were each I illuo
made to believe that their respective rights were invaded the pi
uud that their honor and saftity required them to marshal >s an

all their force iu hostile array to rejx-l the aggressions o ompi
the other. This struggle was continued unlit the w isest Wilui
and best men in the country became alarmed for the safetv Thus
of the republic and the [lerroam-ncy of the Uuion. Tin ilie pi
venerable and immortal t'iay, who bad retired to the tbe N
peaceful shades of Ashland i'or the purpose of preparing of /A

t:_w.1 J l..... ...I....... .r C..II ,11,1,1
I. Uliusc-u III! UIIUIIICI uuu u tniui .......

called upon to leave Ilia relrem and again make his appear- to l'u
tiuce in the Senate, tile theatre of his usefulness, Ins In- as U

tiuiphs, anil his glory. From the moment of his appear- either
ante among us he eeaacd to be the gallant and resistles> elated
partisan leader of former days, and was now the repre- power
(tentative of the patriotism aud Union-loving sentiment of .States
the country, lie was hailed and recognised as the leader tulioii
around whom all Union men, whigs and democrats, North to lie
and South, from all sections of the country, rallied as their shouli
champion in the glorious cause. During that session ot Dump
Congress there were no whigs and no democrats ;nf such in allel o

the partisan sense, hut all were Union men, with sound right
constitutional views und national sentiments, in opfiosition TerriI
to the fanatics and ngitutors whose measures, if not pur- iuitsm

poses, led directly to disunion und revolution. [I'ro- great
longed applause.J tives i

With Clay us our leader, and Cass and Webster as our .-react

champions, the Union men otrugglcd in thnt memorable olutio
session of ten months for the adoption of a great funda- right
mental principle as a rule of action in all ftiture time in wheth
the organization of new Territories anil admission of new the itStates.[Cheers.] Could

It having been found impossible to adhere to und carry used
out the policy of a geographical line as inaugurated by the the lit
Missouri Compromise, un imperative necessity existed foi perfec
the adoption of u principle, just and constitutional, and reli-rri
alike applicable to every portion of our wide-spread coun- tiact
try, which would nut only furnish a satisfactory solution rcsolu
of existiug difficulties, hut iu all future time avoid the oc- rily
currenC? of similar perils. What was this principle ? The repre,
recognition on the part of the federal government of the the Ti
right of even'people to form and regulate their domestic ciple
concerns and iutemaj policy in accordance with their own Territ
views, with no other limitation than that which the consti- theref
tution of the United States imposes. [Applause.] statut.

The result of this principle was to guaruaty to the pco- mous

pie of all new Territories aud Stau-s coming into the Utiiuti presoe
the right.which it is lielieved the constitution of tlie Uni- satle ji
ted States lmd already secured, hut which the Missouri princi
Compromise had taken away.of determining the question who v

of slavery for themselves, irrespective of tlit-ir location me, fri
north or south of any parallel of latitude. [Applause.] 1 repres
will not weary you with a detail of the incidents attend- resolu
ing that long session, aud with which the country is faniil- reason

iar. 1 may be permitted to remark, however, that for thus a

more than five months of that eventful period, w« nssem- their
bled each day in the committee-room, with Clay in the denou
chair, and Cass and Webster ujioii the right and left, to recom

consul t w hut plan of operations could he adopted to thwart State
the mail schemes of the fanalii-s ami disnnionists until the applai
great principle for which we were contending should la- tion t

curried, ana eventually triumph. That principle did tri- Kane,
uinph iu the adoption of that system of measures know u Lake.
as the Compromise of 1850. California was received into is now
the Union with a constitution containing just such provis- Duly t

ions on the subject of slavery as her own people, when left this?
fret- to decide for themselves, without any interference or 'hey v

dicUcUcw o;i'ho tiart of Congress, saw fit to adopt. Arms,
phrase.] of Ma

Utah and New Mexico wcja organized with an express Miller
stipulation in their fundamental laws that si-.id Tt rritoru ing. >si
or any part of either of them, should he receives! ufto the w higs
Union either with slavery or without, as their constitu- people
tious should proscribe at the time of admission. By look- the ui

ing into the boundaries of California, Utah, Hn.l New Mex- Ultanit
ico, jt will be seen that this principle was applied to them upon I

without any reference to the line of 30 dcg. 30 milt., or the any o

source w lienee our liile to the country was derived. That themst

liue cut California very nearly into equal parts, and yet the to

same principle was applied to the whole country. v)°

Although Utah is situated entirety north oi' W dep. 'to everyv
min.. and embraced territory acquired" from trance under 'mil ot
ihe Louisiana purchase, to which the Missouri Compromise this pr
did apply, as well as territory acquired from Mexico, yet have d
the Compromise of 1850 guarantied to those jieople the right done i

to decide the qiicstiun of slavery for themselves in every opinio.
portion of that Territory, notwithstanding the Missouri 'he pri
Compromise denied them that right iu a part, and the ex- Territc
tensiuu of )l Would have driiieil them the right in the consist

whole of it. Si Stem

New Mexico included large tracts of territory on both J
sides of the Missouri line, and was divided port'1 and south " * " !l

by the Itio del Norte, embracing large districts aup,i: d
front Texas as well as from Mexico, together w ith a suiali
tia- ( which was originally a part of the Louisiana por-

t'"1

chase, in j-j much ol tne country acquired front Texas ~r'11' 1
situated port!, of do .10 as was embraced within the limits 'K.u''1
of New Mexico, and upon which a prohibition of slavery " J
bad previously existed, there was a guarantee contained in
the Compromise of 185tt that the [ample should m; to;."
deprived of the right to settle the shivery question tor
themselves in any portion of said Territory, notwilhstand-1 i"'ingthe stipulation of the Missouri Compromise that s!.iv, n *' ''5
should never exist therein. aiMia
Thus it appears that in the adoption of the eompromis xitleiii

measures of iSot r.o rei|>e< t was paid to the fact whether ,,rju,.j|(the territory lay nortii ol south of 3t> 30. or to whether it ra.didi
was derived from Mexico, Texas, or Kronce and whether that nil
slavery had been prohibited in any jxvrtion of it or not. for tj^t.v u
the reason that the principle upon which the new plan of t;, nir,_
adjustment was founded rendered these considerations en- i..|,llti,
tirely immaterial, since the policy of a geographical line v
had been abandoned. 'rind "a be
When 1 reluin.d to my home in this city in October. eandidt

1850, immediately after the consummation of ibis great VV(, .|g<l
scheme of adjustment, I found here a wild and angry promifuspirit of hostility and resistance to those measure* ic, vio- iy eon
lent and as determined as that which existed to the Ne-1 elated
hro.ka bill on uiy return this year. I take no pleasure in stance t

recurring to the scenes that were then enacted. The com- nnd nol
mon council had passed resolutions nullifying the laws of should
the United States, aud withholding the assistance of the State at
police in their execution. The standard af rebellion against meant t
the federal government had been raised, and . uh.-;.l re-' ever ret
sistance to th« constituted authorities was threatened. Th« nt.[e
.'angers of bloodshed and civil war seemed imminent and tionist
almost unavoidable. It was not a pleasant duty to ap- ordinait
pear before the ogU-bitants of a city thus excited and de- the slav
tcrmined. and vindicate a juries of measures so utqiopuiar that pieund so odious, and where the current j''cp;tiion seemed go .<n,| |0
OUailllllUUS iu»l H SIHH1MUI 1 IUUII IUUU .If'}" it! ( u Uo*' qe#S. |orV
Yet duty implied me to make (he effort I defended cweo have air
uf il;" compromise measures of 1850 in detail itml tfie ttie Win
whole He k system insisting; that each was eminently jntl j» «,,#
and right in itself. in juhatancc and principle, lieing found- throughrd on sound constitution*! principles. [Applause.] isvj t

My sj>ee<Ti on that occasion wis published in pamphlet wis to
form, and a large edition emulated throughout th-s State, in all ea

tnd to aotnt ertent throughout the whole country. J? aw stty of a
jue w ill lake the trouble to look into that *|»reb. as pnh- lion >1
ished at the time, he will peroeivr that I then gate the er Pier
wine exposition of the principles of that plan of adjust- prove t
nent that I now give in uiv juatiluation of tin ielruaka the eomi

ill. It w ill he seen that I then and tliere defended riu dears*
omprouiiiie measures of 1 85o upon the distinct prineiple' speeches
bat the people of each Territory and State coming into tandins
ha I'll ion should la- left free to deeide the <|ueatiou ot question
daiecy <or themselves. There was a general eleetion peod- iorted li

ng in tho State v.. time for memters of Congres# and preduali
egl.lautre. Pending thai rkm a. tl. merits ol the Com- tensions
wumise, which had junt been ndoptr«.i »tu 4c >rreetnee« Clay, th
»f the prineiple# on which it was founded, were frreti a^tw a o
ill I v discussed before the people \V hen the legislature a,- ster ma.
einlded a lew weeks thereafter, the two houses proceeded wing I'n
o remaider the position whieh the State oivupied on thr ecutive s

lavery quest[op inconsequence of their previotu action, two grea
nd to tak snch step; t- th" new jiolicy inaugurates! by ty to thhecompromise measures of 1 st>0 sh >uld render neieesary potable

e part of this State. The senate passed, and the that cl
concurred 'In, a series of resolutions which, tor the

gret to say, I bare not at my command ^ itl
moment, but the #ub©tnnce of which is dis- gret»s f
y impressed u|»oii my mind, lu those resolutions ton.
repealed, in form and terms, the resolutions previous- tion of
upied, instructing my colleagm and myself to vote defstai
prohibition of slavery in all the newly-acquired Ter- beariii|
ea of the United States. Tin \ also approved in those iu win
itious of each of the compromise measures of 1850, lilted a

iclljr referring to and describing each by name, and was or

ally they endorsed and approved of the organisation vision
new Territories without the u WthnU pronW betrtg of Slav

eii to the same. These resolutions were intruded anil ^ hen
stood as being the firm and deliberate expression of nature

^opie of Illinois that this State, from that |a.*riod and that s

future, would stand u|hmi and approve the great he act

jde upon which the compromise measures of 185b °f Hep
founded as a substitute for the obsolete theory of a declart
aphical line to separate free from slave territory, derstar
rs and great applause. J the Pa
tddition to this series of resolutions, the house of rej>- would
atives, w ho were the immediate representatives of extend'
sophs, und all of w hom had been elected pending the dep. 3f
ision of this question. and with a view to the endorse- he nev
of the principle coutained in it, adopted another se- proliib.
resolutions which should not only endorse the com- dent ei
se measures of 1850 as a satisfactory adjustment of. to and
)ints involved iu that controversy, but should sane- the Mit
the principles asserted as a rule of action to govern of selt-j
nators ami representatives from this State iu all time 1850, t
ue. 1 will be pardoued for reading that resolution: ritory
iattlved, That our liberty and independence are baaed j* *,
the right of the people to toi in for themselves such gov *1,5
ut as thav may choose, an<1 that this great privilege, u,3
rthright of freemen, the gift of Heaven, secured to us tion of
blood of our ancestors, ought to be extended to future tile bill

itious. and do limitation ought to be applied to this date sh
in the organization of any Territory of the United iiig( th

i, of either a territorial government or State constitu- from b<provided the government so «stablished shall be repub- phus iand in conformity with the constitution of the United ^
created

8 resolution, it must be borne in mind, was adopted before
j of a series expressive ofjhe opinions of the people of tion ol
is, through their representatives, upon the right of} l itioii,
ople to settle the slavery question for themselves, und Territo
act of approval of the principle contained in the to setti
romise measures of 1850 us a substitute for both the they ai
ot proviso and the policy of u geographical line, of 185<
it appears that at that |>er1od the representatives of izing tl
topic of Illinois regarded the principle involved in undo <

ebraska bill as lthe birthright nf freemen, the gift Imhaus<
uf/Tft, secured to us by the blood of our ancestors" to enal
eclared that this principle '"ought to he extended against
turn generations.' lu order to avoid all doubt was rt
> their meaning in its application to territory The jo
now possessed or hereafter acquired, they de- House
that "NO LIMITATION ought to he applied to this whig v

in the organization of ANY Territory of the United] this JSti
i, of either a territorial government or State constt- a divisi
i." Why the necessity, after declaring this principle end na
the birthright of fVeemen, to guy that no limitation wad tit
1 be tolerated u|)on the power? By the Missouri lories t
roniisc the people of the Territories north of the par- in goot
f 3C deg 30 ntin. were to be forever deprived of the clause
of exercising "this great privilege," either while a slavery
ory or after their admission into lite Union as States, to form
tuch as that line had been abandoned, and this own tvi

principle substituted in lieu thereof, the representor- States,
if the people of Illinois, evidently with express rrf- Washil
to this old Missouri restriction, declared iu this res-| denunc

n that no limitation should lie tolerated upon this urns ea
of the people iu any Territory of the United States, form ol
icr north or south of 36 deg. 3d min., or whether in teriul p
rritory now possessed or to la- hereafter acquired.! 1 nov
more clear, ami emphatic language have been the Net

for the expression of litis intention ou the part of It has I
tuse of representatives? This resolution is also in holding
t harmony with those of the senate, to which I have the met

si, and only differs from them in being more dis- ritory t
and explicit in the form of expression. By these charge
lions my colleague and myself were perempto- ciplrs;
instructed, so far as it was competent for the stating
cuiatives of the people to instruct, to organize of the i

errilories of Kansas and Nebraska upon the prin- pics of
contained in the Nebraska till 1 whenever said circuuu
ones should be organised. In preparing the bill, or abol
ore, in the form in which it now stands upon the out of i

e-book, 1 literally complied with the almost unaiii- It bun
wish and sentiment of the people of Illinois as ex- (alt tlm
d in their resolutions. But since such a violent eru- j rum, hi
s now being waged against litis measure and the rryulalt
pie upon which it rests, It may be well to inquire only to
oted for the resolution ? 1 have the record la-fore Ifthornwhich it will be perceived that every democratic ihetnsel
entativc present, without exception, voted for this policy,
tiou in tbo form in whiclt have read it. Was it lie tvroi
able to have expected, after the democratic party had the pen
pproved of this principle by tlte unanimous vole of ihtmsel
epreaenUitives, that any democrat should rise up and Who or
ttee tite as a traitor for doing that which I had been not lie I
mended to do by the democratic party of the whole from Hi
through their representatives? [Loud and repealed ginia, a

tse.] Now. let us tee who voted against litis resolu- capable
>f instruc ion. Here are all the names: Adams of! before
fiage of Mellenry, Norton of Will, and Swan of that.

-four in all.three abolitionists and one whig, who lost the
an abolition and know-nothing member of Uougress.; they h
our votes in the whole house, and such votes! How is moving
Were there no whigs in the house? and if so, how did and civ
ote? Here are their names: Adams, Whitesid Allen, they no
Beektnan, Brcckeniidge, Bruer, Bristow, Edwards been de

dison, Ruimeraon, Hamilton, Hatch, Hodges, Kmtpp. reseutai
of Madison, Miller of Winnebago, Persiuger, Picker- not lie
nglcton, Thomas, and Thornton. Were not these all politiea
good and true, and tile only w higs who represented the their w
in Illinois in the house at that time? Instructed by all othe
laujmous vote of the democratic party, and the this exc
nous vote of tile whig partv to allow "no limitation" crime.
he right of the |icoplc of' Kansas ami Nebraska, or a Territ
titer Territory, to settle the slavery question for against
-Ives, 1 am now denounced as a traitor for my fidel- and Ian
that principle and my obedience to that instruction, show m
it misunderstand inc. 1 say now what I have said of eitlu
in rc in im spcci net.tutu i no uoi diiit mis rcsoiu- o in u

instruction as my reason for having incorporated tier and
incijtle into the Nebraska bill. [Cheers.] 1 should stead of
one ; o 'f I had not been instructed.1 should have have gr
0 If the |icopic of Illinois had never expressed liny make tl
n upon the subject.I should have done so liecausc through
uciple is right in itself, is just to the people of the They to
iries and of the new States to l>e formed thereof.is, morals
cut with the constitution and underlies our entire the unit
of republican government. [Enthusiastic cheer- called u

While do not cite this resolution of instruction as good an
son for mv fidelity to this great principle of sclf-gov- mauutai
ill and constitutional right, 1 confess that it was a mat- lujuriou
atisfaetiou for me to know that while doing my duty known
lie ret olded evidence of the approval of the two age of
Hilittciit paitie- embracing nine-tenths of 1he whole should t
of Illinois. [Appl.ti;.,e] JThe evidence that the the Cui

larty. as well as the democratic pnit>, yyj solemnly therefro
d to sustain and carry out this pi itoiplc. doe» liot Congres
re. One year after these legislutlvt tcsolutions vrtrv titi' iil.
d, the two pariiis assembled at Baltimore to nouii- Inbitn,
el, ..p- live <uu-iid.itrs air the presiileuey and stand tl
oidcLcy ol tiu. .Uiitteii .Slat's The whig., adopted erunienl
um in which the. pteiigvi themselves to si,slid by matters
rr» out the cuiupromise measures of 1850, as a final they demitof the slavery queshon, "in substance and in evils of
ile They then nominahd General Scott as their the legi
ate for the presidency, and placed him erect upon live lor
atform. as containing the principles which he and of the p
re to carry into effect in the event of his election, the true

1 S"Oft accepted the nomination (to use his own pcraiice.
te) with the resolutions annexed. The democratle to make
s.-i. inbled in national convention at the tamo place, and for
nut the s ime time nominated Gen. Pierce as our rigTTTs of
to for the presidency, and adopted a platform, in w hich certain <

stood pledged to adhere to and carry out the com- Are the
f measuresol 1850 as a final settlement ot the slave- men? '!
troversy. What did we all mean when we di- Territori
;h.,! Compromise to lie a final settlement, in side rsis of w

ind in principle ' Oid we allude to the past only which tf
to the future i»id Wi 0V-1,U that in all time there the legis
never be another Territory organi/.-d, o» a pew husband
imitted into the I'nion9 Surely we could not have the idea
hat our immense territorial pos.-ossiona should for- master a
nain savage wildernesses. And if new Territories as any it

lye formed did we not all know that some aboli- dreti. tha
would iuslauily j,;oposc the Wilmot proviso, or the tect the h
Ce of 1787 aoiiii,-t tin- it..*,, it Tbo i.i ,n I., w.,tll. ibpnontll

ery question. I re|wnt, then. y» hnI did wr mean by withe wl
<!ge. unless it was that the primiplowa* to he HuaV tin* |>«ij>l
Ih- applied in all future time whenever a new Tt-rri- very a

s to lie organized. or -i new State to k admitted ' I lite cftun
CO(ii show n that it iu the distinct understanding of strouj ei
ots legislature anil I thick may safely assume that selves if
the undemanding o.' I th whig* ami democrat* wt-tioti t
out the country, in tin prasukuti*! campaign of that the
hat the principle nt the Comprutnin of i-*50 iLe;;: A
constitute a rule of action, mid to l>e an, it allow his
scs and under all nrvnmstaiMrw, where the necve- roll that
iCIion existed. in order to prevent a slavery agtm- any
i. mil ill [mini iu the cam, aign of 1852 way. wlieili- reply. '[
e or i\uiK the dei.iocralic or whig party, wonid justify '>
he ni >»t ifhchle ii arriving out the principle* ot the prop
promise tuewsiires df*)850. remontlmt that I gave thernse'vi
lit Some of toy whig friend* by inurialing ic uty govern im
that the whig parly and their candidate- uoljjith- 'at- and \

r their platform, were not eniirHy sound upon thai desire m<:
but I hev proniplty, and with route severity, re- iog their

pon m« tmi tho>i ui'iiMire* were whig men»urt-». the laws
rd upon w hig piiiiiiph*. and. a* proot of their pre- out giro
in thi* re*|*"ci would refer to the faet that Henry auy voti
ie greai tmhoilimrnt of uliig principle* was the they di ri
the ('emproneot |n.">o thai the god-like tVvh- of liie rri
It* gr.at t chctnpioB, and I'llloiore, the model matter* a

ssident. gave i alid »y th- cuwetmeuU by Ins ex- irin-. >lu
ippruval 1 hue it was argued and i.i.nyy I,- tl- bariiaroet
t political parties ul the country that their hdeli- lescutotn,
principle* involved in those measure* was indue- while tne
and ought not to lie -wiled in question. How far to the iui

aim of fidelity has Wd sustained is a question uo» fc
country to determine o'
htu Ibur months after the presidential fic tion Con- u
mused uu a> t to organise the Territory of Washing- ei
rhu was the first Territory formed alter the adop- ti
the compromise measures of 18.M). In order to uu- tl

iid distinctly the provisions of that net, and their d
ir u|hiu tin present ipiiMiou, it is ntsessart to t».-ar u
d tiiat tlie Territory of Washington formerly consli- v

[wrt of the TerriUiry of Oregon, and that Oregon ll
ganiied on the Uth of August, 1848, with a pro- it
declaring the ordinance of 178", for the prohibition ci
ery, to lie In force infthe whole of that Territory, w
liie hill was presented to i'resideut Folk for his sig- it
he hesitated aliout signing it, upon the ground of u

lavcry prohibition Out when he concluded to do so, u
ompanied his approval with a message to the House ll
reselltutives where the hill originated, in which be U
d in substance, that lie signed the bill with the un- hi
iding that the Missouri line was to be extended to ti
ci In', and because a prohibition of slavery in Oregou id
lie consistent with the Missouri Compromise if thus |«ed, the whole of that Territory being uorth of 3ti pimin. Hut he also said in the same message that u,
n'r would have approved of the bill containing that ll
ition under ait) other circumstances than the confi- se
tpfctaliou that the Missouri line was to lie adhered in
curried out iu the mode suggested. Whun, however, 11.
>souri line was abandoned, and the great principle th
government substituted for it by the Compromise of »
he question naturally arose upon whul plan the Ter- If
of Washington should lie organised. cc
eterenre to the act, it will be seen that the ordinance cr
J, prohibiting slavery in Oregon, was omitted in the w

faniriug Washington, aud. us if to render the inten- oi
the legislature clear and certain, the 12th section of: w

1 provides w hat acts of Congress passed prior to that a
lould he in force; and omitting, aud thereby exclud- tli
e organic law of Oregou, aud the ordinance of 1787,J re
ring longer in force in the Territory of Washington. w
t appears, that iu the hill establishing the Territory ryihington, which was the first and only Territory ot
since the adoption of the Coinpromi e of 18.ri0, and th

the introduction of the Nebraska hill, the prohibi- ot
slavery was not only omitted, but a slavery prohi- th
which had been for several tears in force in the th
iry, was absolutely refiealed, and the jieople allowed vt
e the slavery question for thelnselves precisely a* w
e in Utah and New Mexico.under the Compromise in
l. and in Kansas and Nebraska under the act organ-1 |*
lose Territories. How does it happen that the tor- th
>f virtuous indignation against the Nebraska bill.; cu
s the prohibition of slavery was repealed in order m
de the people to govern themselves, was not raised fo
the Washington hill, where a similar prohibition th
pealed, under precisely the same circumstances'! | pturinils show that the Washington bill passed the or
by 100 mnjoiily, and that nearly every northern
oted for it, including the only whig member frotn cr
lie, n. i ales, anil that it passed the .Senate without si
iou.no one til ling disposed even to call the t eas lit
tut. Ten months after the Washington Territory su
ablished I introduced the bill to organize the Terri- VV
if Kansas atul Nebraska and, in order to carry out di
1 faith the principles of the Compromise of 1 rt.Vj, a to
was introduced to render the old prohibition of lei
inoperative and void, and to leave the people free ti<
and regulate their domestic institutions in their th

*y, subject only to the constitution of the United di
Now, those who voted for and sustained the ci|

iglou bill nre the loudest and the fiercest in their wi
iations of the Nebraska bill, when the two mens- th
rry out precisely the same principle, in a different, th
"words, under circumstances identical in every ma- to
oiut. j tie
v come to the consideration of those provisions of, ev
iraska bill w hich luive been most fiercely assailed, Yi
iten said, and everywhere repealed in the non-slave pe
t States, that it was the intention and legal effect of an
isttre to extend slavery, and to legislate it into ter- ur
tew free. It is certain that those who make this th
have never read the hill or comprehended its prin- protherw ise, they stand convicted by the law itself of rii
that which is expressly contradicted by the terms C<
ict. it would be a positive violation of the princi- gu
the Nebraska bill either for Congress to extend or A:
H'ribe the institution of slavery.either to establish W
ish it.either to legislate it into any Territory or tw
my Territory. The law declares in the 14th section: Si
g the trui intent unit meaning of this art not to legis-! th
<rry into any Territory or State, nor to exclude it there- byut to hai l' the f,eofde thereof per tctly free to form and ta
their domestic institutions in their oien tray, subject th

tht constitution of the United States." [Applause.] j
e principle be right to allow the [atopic to govern Cc
Ives in all that relates to their domestic and internal un
then the Nebraska bill is right. If that principle wl
rig', the Nebraska bill is wrong. Why should not thi
uje of Kansas and Nebraska be allowed to govern m<
ves? Are they not capable of self-government ?
e they, and whence did they come from, that they can-1 fei
rusted w ith this sacred right ? Hid they not emigrate Ln;
liuois and Kentucky, from Pennsylvania und Vir- oh
,nd the other States of the Union ? Were they not uu
of deciding this slavery question for themselves ,st
rhey left their homes in the States? No one doubts Ilti
If so. will it tie contended thai these people have Ied
ir capacity to govern themselves simply because' pr
uve demonstrated their spirit and enterprise by , u
a little farther West in the grand march of progress ha
ilizaition? 1 re|ieat the question, then, why should litittie permitted to exercise this privilege, w hich has i:ei
clared to he the birthright of freemen by our re[i-I giilives in the legislature, and which I say they can- ed
ieprived of without being reduced to a condition of wc
bondage? [Applause.] The abolitionists admit «b

illingncss to allow the people to exercise this right in Mu
r matters except tint t of African slavery. Why make ogcption ? Their answer is, because slavery is a horrid to
If it lica crime, is that the only crime that the ja-ople of t',-d
ory and of the new States are called ujani to provide thi
? Murder is supposed to be a crime, and robbery im
.any. Yet i would be obliged to any mail who will me
e nn act of Congress providing for the punishment for
r in any organized Territory of the I'nited Stales.: HUI
l>e said that Oongrtss encourages and supports mnr- or
robbery and larceny in the Territories, because, in-1 chi
establishing a criminal code for the people, they Wi

anted them a legislature, and lett the |>eople free to res
icir own laws, and to form their own criminal code, till
their own representatives elected for that purpose'? the

11 tis that slavery is an evil, affecting injuriously the I ii
of both the white and the black. It it be so, is it txi
r moral evil that the |ieople of the Territory ure cor
pon to protect themselves against? I know many tru
id true men who la-lieve that the use and abuse, ]||i
tare and sale, of ardent spirits is a grievous evil,! the

:s to the morals of the community, but I have never riu
any one of them to |ietition Congress for the pass- log
a fundamental and irrevocable law that brandy do<
u-ver be used or introduced into any Territory of proled State", or into any State hereafter to tie formed rig
m Nor have I ever known them to petition teel

in favor of a geographical line across the con- ing
tolerating Ii4no.' on one iiid a-.d forever pro- 181
it on tiie oilier t»ur temperance friends under- e.ju

it- constitution and the principles of our gov- Tin
loo well to cull upon Congress to legislate upon lim
mi purely of a local and domestic character. When -tit
ire fo evert their energies for flic suppression of the the
iutempcrauce they are in the habit of applying to in t
statures of the Slates and Territories wmere they vi,
tlie pa -age of all needful laws for the preservation i ic
iihlie morals. Why cannot the abolitionists learn ihe
theory of our government from the friends of tern- j,nrand tru-t to the people ofeach State and Territory sou
whatever laws are necessary for the public moral# e
the suppression of crime? They tell us that the tu«.
the negro ure too sacre to tie conlided to the uu- thu

ind perilous protection of (tie people oA Territory visi
v any mere snered than the rights of the white tha
i'hev do not object to g'ning the legislature* of the. >ho
ies unlimited control over all the rights and inter- hav
liite (icople. suliject to no other limitation than that was
ic constitution imposes. They arc willing to allow as
Isture to present*' and regulate the relation# of |s oi
and wife, parent and child, but they are shocked si will
t,i i**riiiiiiing (iiciii 10 rsmoii.-n lue reiauons 01 i-tu
ml servant. Do tin v rpgsrd '',c right# of the negro any
mre sacred than tlx" rights uf their wive* ami thil- are
,t they rei|uuea higher degree ot '.-itilixulion to pro- slar
alter than the former'' Why. thi n.shall we not trust the
eof the Territories to legislate for the negro as well 1 t
lite man ' The abolitionist* tell us that if we do this euti
e an* sure to establish slavery. How is thatn Si s- <.rjti
horrid crime, yet the people are sure to commit into
' if you only give them a < nance! Silvery a raou- luv
it. yet the people are sure to inflict it u(>t>n them- nan
you do not deprive them of the power! The ote ers.
0 allowing the people to make their own laws is prin
jieople are sure to do wrong if you do not restrain driv
,sk the Emperor of all the Kuscns why he don't Uret
peopie U) make their own laws, and he r ill tell dooi
they would make tmd law s if they had a hance.; a< t
other des|»ot on earth, and y u w ill get a similar serti
'tie eneWH-s of repubiii-an institutions every where !(><
eir tyranny and despotism upon the plea that yearle an* ceriain to make had laws, and to ruin; und<
-s if they are allowed to exercise the right of sell- for t
in. Th' print of difference l*tween the abolition- Con,
he supj-irters of the .Nebraska t»i 11 is this Tie y enee
Li th, .! of the Territories, in matters concern- proslo, a ana dome*tic »unuiii ba governed by' bib,'
made b. the long rem of the Tinted Slalsw, with- vear
ig t! ;wople wild are to l» *ffe< ted by those laworvn e in the law-making power W here did fore.
t. thai p 'tieipl* (Seorge 111 and the lories Orcgrolution lUuned that ihe Amerii an colonies, in won
ffV'ling 'hrir domestic affairs and internal con- dean
mild i« goveineil bylaws made tiy the British atiol
it. without giving the oloniesany void'or rep- ing
U i.. ''arliamenL thir re»olulnmary fathers
y were' willing to arknow ledge their allegianie (hal
perial government in ail things which related lo 1 t

reigu ntf.uis and imperial concern, denied the rightI' lilt- Parliament or of any other power on earth to
take law* for them effecting their persons or prog
rty, without their consent freely given by represent*,
ves elected hy themselves. The denial of this right b\
ie British government to the Aiucricau colonies pry.uced the revolution which resulted in the establish
irnt of our indvpcudeuce. Jivery lialtle of that seven
cars bloody struggle was fought in defence of the right y|
ie American colonies to make their own laws and estah
sh their own domestic institutions through their own ly.
il legislature*. The coustilutiuu of the United Mtuie,
as adopted for the purpose of preserving and maintain.
ig the rights achieved by the revolution. The question
ow arises, Mliull the Congress of the United States enforo
pon the tieople of the Territories a principle so oiiiuu,
tut the signers of the Declaration of inuependeuca pledge
i its resistance their "lives, their fortunes, and their sacred
unor?'' W e stand now vv here the patriots of the rerolu.
on tlieu stood.claiming for the peopia of distant Territo.
es or colonies the right of seif-government in all thin^,
divining to their local ami iuterual concerns. Our op.
nentB stand w here the lories of lite revolution stood.J,
ying thai right aud claituiug all power over then) upyU
ie pretence that they are incapable of protecting thru.
Ives against the injurious cuusequeuce* of their own
Is. The abolitionists seek to excuse thenuwlvee for tbu
igraut violation of the sacred right ofself-government upon
ie ground that the people of the Territories aud new State,
ill certainly open the door to the introduction of eleven
this assertion should prove true, it will not be pretendL that any free msu would thereby lie deprived Of his libty,or that the numlier of slaves tn the United States
ould he increased hv the removal of a portion of those
i the east side of the Mississippi to the country on the
est of that noble stream. Tlin nnlv nnMtiiwi It whoilmr
slave shall lie permitted Ui go into tlio Territories, ami
ierv remain with his muster us such, or he compelled to
main in a slate of slavery where he uow is. The aaeslkm
henever slaves should lie Jiermitted to go into ft Terrlto
is one which affects the people of a Territory, end no

te else. If the people want them to come and jeeide among
em, who has a right to interpose'.' But does the bistort
the country sustain the puaition r.ssumed, that, whether

io (aople of any State or Territory are allowed to do as
lev please on this question, they oio sure to ducide in fairof the introduction of slaves ? The same class of men
ho uow hold the affirmative of this proposition asserted
1848 that, unless Congrcsay nterpoaed and deprived the
ople of California of the rigTit to decide this question for
emselves, she w ould become a slave .State, We were then
lied upon to violate the great principle of selfgovernent,upon the ground that slavery would overrun Cslirttiaand New Mexico, aud all the territory aoquiml by I
e treaty of peace with Mexico, unless Coagrees should fj
exhibit it by tlie adoption of the Wilmot proviso or the M
dinance of '87.
They succeeded iu operating upon the prejudices and
edulity of the people until they procured legislative Inructionsfrom every noii-slaveboiding State, save one, in
vor of the positive prohibition of slavery. Has the result
stained these predictions? Congress did not adopt tlie
ilurot proviso; did not itnjiose a prohibition of slaver)':d not deprive the people of those Territories of the rip;decide fur themselves, The people of California, watt;

rt perfectly free to do as they pleased, formed a coustitu
>u prohibiting the introduction of slaves. California
erefore, became u free State, not at the bidding or by the
elation of Congress, but under the operation of the priu[ileof the Nebraska bill. When Utah and New Mexico
n organized the same principle was applied to them, and
ey were left free to decide the slavery question for
emselves. 11atliev established slavery? The his- |a
ry of the country tor the last six years has falsidevery prediction, exploded every theory, negatived
cry proposition, urged by the Aboliuouista at that day.
it. iu the face of these facts, and in contempt of past tirience,they come forward now with the same theories
id predictions, sustained by the same arguments, audgcii with ics much assurance aud apparent zeal as if whst
ey had predicted of California ana the Territories had
oved true instead of false. Where, then, are the benefitresults of their abolition doctrine, which calls upon
ingress to relieve the [ample from evils which they an
pposed to lie iacupuble of averting? From what loot of
mcrican soil have they dniwn slavery by act of Congress *

ben the constitution was adopted the Union consistedof
reive slaveholdiug States and one non-slareholding State
nee that time slavery has been abolished in six out of
o«c twelve slaveholdiug States. Was this accomplished
act of Congress, or through the mysterious instrumenlilyof the Wilmot proviso, or the ordinance of 1787, or

e Missouri restriction ?
Slavery was alailished in New Hampshire, Rhode Island,inneeticut, New York, Pennsylvania, and New Jersey,ider the operation of the principle of the Nebraska bill,licit, tinder the constitution of the United States, leaves
e people of each State free to form and regulate their do>sticinstitutions itt their own way.
Where, then, are the triumphs of the congressional inter
encc and dictation ? The abolitionist point} the ftr.
dilutions in Illinois and the other States formed from the
1 Northwest Territory, and attributes these to the ordl.nccol'1787prohibiting slavery. Is it true that these
ates rejected slavery merely because of an obsolete ordince,which, Mr. Madison informs us, was originally [muswithout constitutional authority, and which the SuemeCourt of the United .States has decided to have hemevoid when the constitution was adopted. If so, how

it 11...i ii,c ;i.. .r ti . u.-.. _i.
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ved from the Deration of that ordinance by being re- H
veil into the ( nion upon au equality with ibe ore H
mil .States, did not adopt slavery? Will it be contend- H
that Illinois and each other State formed out of the NorthsiTerritory have not the same right to establish or
uliah, introduce or exclude, slavery that Virginia or
issuehusetta has under the constitution ? 1 do not recurs*'the doctrine that there can lie inequality in respectthe rights and powers of tbe different States in this coneraiy.Knch .State is au absolute sovereignty in all
ngs where the constitution of tbe United States ham not
posed limitations and whatever limitation that inetrunthas placed ui>ou any of the States applies with eqinl
ce to each of all the Stales, old and new, slavebotaiug1 non-slaveholding. Nor is it com|>etent for Congress,
any other power, so long as the constitution remains unuigcd,to impose a limitation, either.by the name of the
Imot proviso, or the ordinance of lid?, or the Missouri
tril lion, or by any other name, npon any new State,
ier now in the Union or hereafter to be admitted, wbicb
constitution has not placed upon *11 the State*. Hence

tsi.it that the true and only reason why slavery docs not
st in Illinois is because the people do ;:ot wntit it, twd
iscqucntly have prohibited it Nor is it historically
e thai slavery did not exist or vras not introduced into
nois while a Territory, and under the restrictions of
ordinance of '87. By reference to the code of terminilaws adopted at Vincennes in 1807' by the

islatnrc of the Territory, it will be seen that tbe
>r was opened for the introduction of slave*, and
vision made for protecting and enforcing tbe
hts of the master. Under the influence and prolionof those laws Illinois became a tlaveholdT>rritory, and retuaiued such until after Congress, in
H. passed a law for her admission into the Union on an
nitty with tge rig:rial States in all respect* wbatwerer
n the people of Illinois, being released frotn any oth«"
itatton uj/oii their rights than that of the federal COiiutiou.and being left entirely free to form and regulateir domestic institutions to suit theuiarlves, determined
heir Slate eonstilutiou.1st. that all persons owing «r-or l*l>or in the State should fulfil the period Of ler:I'd. thin no more -lnves should lie introdsMed into
Stale .'d. licit all children hereafter born of slave

* nts should become fn-e at a spei iticd age, and aH per-ti'iii of .-lave parents after a particular period should
"ree. 1 speak from my general nxoUerti.. mm hnvieg
old cooahlulio* ol Illinois liefbre me, bed T BO Sot

>k I can l>c mistaken in regard to the substantial promi-of that instrument. Frotn tbeee facts it apoeart,so long as Congress said that tbe people of Hunoiuhlnot have slavery, just so long they did ead would
e it: hut ih- moment that congressional interference
withdraw a. and the great principle of self-government,

recognised in the Nebraska hill. w«u».extended to our
pie a- a matter of right, they, id' their own choice, and (
li reference to their own welfare and prosperity, abol

dand prohibited slavery. [Cheers.] I do not thank
mat for complimenting our Stale by saying *»'
th" udrm at*-- .it freedom and tbe enemies <*
cry only beams* au un-ouvtitutiouni onjiimuuyear1787 would not let us he otherwise. Nor an.

rilling to admit ih«t. dtiriug the period of out H
rr history as a State, and in the formation of our con- 9
itions at differe nt periods, we have been degraded H
a humiliating iaaqualily with our sister States, and H

aaU hrnati philanthropists incrriy beenuse the ordi- |H
i* of 1787 would not |ieriiiit us to become slavehuld- EH

it p«-at again. where arc- the results of this abolition M
cipia thai the power of Congress is to beexerted to H
< "linen from our land Perhaps they will point to <9
ron aa i country they have rescued from the awl" |9n of Afritan slavery. It is true that ia the oifur

-'nil..- tlir' Territory is iSt* a section was "» jHd applying rijiiNusee of f7fcT against slavery t j9whole of (hat Ti rritdry bat it is dad tnie that fbr tea
i prior to tlist period the people of Oregon bad live)
rr a provisional government created by themselves
htmaelves, without any recognition or ju-otection from
Kress or the authorities of the United Statea By refrrtothe law s enacted by the people of Oregon under the |HluooaI government, it will W- seen that they had pro- EH
Led slavery ia that nrrhory by a unanimous rote, sir KM
? hen re i'or.crcs< ci tended its jurisdiction over >t b;' U
dishing it territorial government. At the time. tbero PH
tliat ('oiigri-en extended the ordinance of 1787 over B9

ion. it was a historicwi fact that there sra§ not a man 19
inn. or child in the whole Territory who propoaed or Bfl
-ed to introduce slavery. The whole extent of this ^Hit ion triumph, therefore, was to insult a people by say- 9
hat the* should not liave slavery, six yean after they ^Hgiven the most substantial and authoritative f\ draw n9
thei would sot hare it. |9hereto-' reja-Ht vcv 1 h.tvi often eai.t o> u-<" ocr*- Wm


